
r~~~O~cac~T1CE? ~^71~~1
1C'_~ ~~?~L ~tOC

~~I+iil~iG ~Qt~RMi~ i (Y

~p~~~ cat~~.c~r:,

	

Gv~Z~.c;~r

	

-, ~~

1.9$c~,
f~.

~z:4a~s~i~a °~ ~'tJT~)
~~~c~.

Cv ~



m~~diuri den~s7.-~~r' c~eve?opai~erxtp ~_ncludir. ; aff:ice,
alld ale' . "~y~~?~ of re .~~1_de11~.~a1 la~e~ ~"+- a xr!a~liCiL1I'1 ~''~~ Crf
2 ~ ~

	

with

	

nanresidenvial

	

uses

	

lima`

	

to

	

l 9 5

	

~Al~,

	

a
i_c~h~: of residential Laces m

The
i~ m ~
Advisar

and
heights
C ity
i_n oppas

The

	

P--~ 1-~?
d~ae~_1.i.ng and other
of ~~! feet ~3 star_=~es
minimum area of lot of
1..at occuparAc°.y of 4~ percen

for a church a_e public schao

alised Land L~se dement Map a
:flan far the avatianal Cap?_ta~_ shoar~Ts the

the vicinity of the subject ft7L` ir: a law
ercial category® The subject area

laces+_ raeighbarhaad center .

11 ~

	

On

	

Thursday

	

~~~~ ~~ch

	

3 ,

	

19

	

8 ,
Thursday, Ma« 5, 1988 a the
public hearings on th.e appli

to uses to
a minimum width

square
fo:

il~j
~. - .ltlm he
5(~ feet, a

a main}~srx~
uses

Nat.ianal Capital Flanning
(}~}serVatQr~T a

	

`~ 1"2e

	

t.i m ~ g

ghbori~racJd Com?aa~_ssic~n ~ 3B, Advisory
Comzra.ssion °- 3C P trace Massach.rasetts Avenue
C°i.ti.~;ens

	

Assaciatian ~

	

and

	

~::he

	

GIa~,Tew

	

fark
iation joi xaed the proc:eee?a.ngs

	

~~.~ parties

ary 1~, 19~~ ® the Natianal Ca~~it~<1_
ommission requested that na final action be
this applicat .iarr until such -~.ir~e

on. has taken final action an Zoning Commission
to establish a Naval

a~~~,~

	

r~recinc:t

	

District ~

	

because

	

the

	

~i~trict
created., would govern development of the property
e~s the subjF~ct of this present application®

On March

	

? ~ ~

	

?_ 9 ~ 8 P

	

t1~e

	

~ on.izlg

	

Cozztriri ~ ~ z.an

	

agreed

	

riot
to take finGal_ action an this application un~.i.1 ~_t was

ed to consider f :~raa~_ action an Zoning Corrirc~issian
No ®

	

87--4 ®

	

due

	

to

	

the

	

averlappix'Ag

	

issues

	

ices bath
eases ®

	

~f1~ .~_~> prelimina.r~~ deterrr~inatian is
by the C,:ommission ~ s decision tc~ deny the

8 and
Commission held
The applicant and

its wi.tr~c~sses t~?rough test .mon~T presented a` the pub1.~_c
acing, indicated that it prefers to build the all
idential rn.odified Pi7D P but it iS pursuing the



Z .C® O~17
;:~~~E

15

3

'the matter--af°r fight project is a mi~ec' P ,
~ased project

of

	

61, X24

	

sguarc

	

feet of

	

"-rests

	

floor area.
devoted

	

~..a

	

commercial uses wi~v~z

	

~~

	

r-- sidential

	

uses e

~~~he

	

F'A~

	

~~

	

? . ~

	

and

	

the

	

height

	

is

	

5C~

	

feet .
ter°°of°right project includes 165 parking spaces, with
I5'7 spaces in the garage and R surfaces spaces .

1~ . ~hf~ district c~f Columbia Office of
memaranc~um dated Februax- y 24, 1
p:eesented at. the public hc-~ar _ncs recammenc~.ed c~ ,- ~ ;~ial of
the <~.p~alic:ation for a Z~UD and _related reap cha~-~ge ® 0~'
was not persuaded that the proposed project. woL~ld not
hags an adverse impact on the security of the Vice

ez~f: ~ s

	

residence

	

and

	

the

	

eff?dent

	

ca~aeration
the U .~ ® 14aval Observatar~~® OP stated that th.e
located in ar~ area designated on the Genera.``
r~Tse i~ap of thf~

	

and Use
.
E1.esrkent of the Comprehens :~.ve

flan for law der?.sity shopping and services that are
generally= 1.aw in sca.i.e, character and act~_vity, and
t?pat the adjoining area to the north is designated far
la~~= densit~T, single°family_ detached
housing . 0~ wa.s of the opinion that the site ~_s
located in a sensiti~re area nea}~ -~he Obser_~rator~r Circle
arld ab~.zts low°rise buildings an C~7isconsin avenue®
sugcrested that the design of the proposed c1e~Je

judged fir_ terms of its rela -~iorAship
deVelaplTk~'ni_ on. G~ :~scans~n 1~>Ve77.t,'~e a2"ld the

votary Circle . salsa, because of t:.he importance
tale streetscape, and the fag's t~":e prOpased develO

higher than existine~ storefronts ~by
special attention should 1:~e g
of the proposed build{ing G,?ith the
buildings .

es~ ,
fac°c

taro---sterry

1`R e

	

i'he ~ta.ts~onal Capital _%~la~~An~nfx Comma
proceedings, by ~_etter dated r~pril 4, 198 ,

zany presented at the public hearing, recommend
al a :~-	the

	

application dtae

	

to

	

the harmful

	

iz;:pacts
PLTI~ would nave o:°A the rederal Interests, namely the

secura_ir4r of the Vice president in. r~is residence,
ability, of t~ze naval_ Observatory to perform its

rc~issian .

--ofmri.ght project to protect its
icant intends tc proceed with
er°of- °right project if t~2~e

p1_anned pannoted that
~ st.er~t TaiiYh tl:e Comprehen.7iv~e Flan, because

a .

	

the Urban Design dement. c:,f the Comprer:ens :
recuires buildings to be designed to include the
lass of appropria.te arrangemen -~.s of buildin



a-cory~ par_. ty to the proceedin
the application of t ae grounds at.- irreT.roc
the Ok;sers%~.tary ~ s

	

ast-~°-anomical
ental impact. to the natian'~ defense

space related

	

actilrities ~

	

~'he

	

1~'~val.
charged ~~ith deveiopinq and maintaro

ition and mots.on)

	

reference systerns
of Defense and the scientific
uses a~, s~tellit- e n2a.vigatian~

tel.lar trac:t~ .ncr systems
c~-nd various ~~C>det

ahe
oppose
harm

m~_s >%.
satellite
catiarzs

Ac?Tri
submiss
sentec~ at
tsar th.e

ials, ~ei~ht~ ~ca~e~ ~~~assi.nc~ and b~fferinc~ vo
complement v :~.e ir~u~ed.iato regiozx ~

	

ar~d because

the ~`rar:~spartatian ~lernent a ~ the
r~e~~ residential.

	

deve?.apmer~ts

	

to ma_nim2.we

	

traf tic
are

	

adjacrnt

	

stereets

	

Faith

	

adequate

	

and
rapriate traffic circulation systems ®

believes
area
that a
to fur

artment
for

y(tanC::P
atia~~

e U m S ®

	

~ecr_et Seri%~_oe 8

	

party

	

in

	

the praoeedin~s,

	

~?~;~
esti.n.~ar~y present~ad :~-~ the public; hearings , opposed trxe
pl~.catian on the craund.s +.:hat. the proposed planned.

deve?c~pment vaot?lc~ have a deleterious effect an the
ice°s efforts to provide the safest possi:hlc,
ranznent

	

around

	

the

	

~Ticae

	

Pres i ,-dent ° s

	

residence a

from

	

the

	

secret

	

;~e~~va_ae

	

testi i~ :~c~c~

	

that

	

the
=fed by lay: to p~:.avic~e protection toy.'

fry-"'s1CZeS1t~ hiS fam.i.ly, aA^~t7 Visi~,:lri~
at.

	

the

	

residence a

	

`~~hat

	

protection

	

is
hours a da~r~ every day of the year

Neighbor
d~.ted
~h~

'the py-°apased den
t ~"aithaut

care applicant ~- eceive~s bonus fi.oar
of the do~~n~rard sl..oping g~- ode, an~~

banal i~_aar area should not be grar°~ted
increa :~e t~~e d

~~a~~ ?B believes that the propose
compatible with the surreur~c
the Comprehensive ~?'~.r~ desigrAat
a local neic~rabarhaad cerbter .

Z~.IVC°~3}~ be
made
tape

Cornznission ~~~IC` $B, bar written
1~$$ . and by testimony pY.ea
rzg, opposec t~be appl..ic:~ztion

rya t
ood ~

	

ar
area as

the traL :cic ~.ra
the report failed to

~Zassac.°husetts Fieiaht.s area
effect of development an ~,liscons~



ry®

e era
legitima
Naval Observatas°y,
bL2~ ~C b

	

CtL4~Q .

	

to

	

~®7® 1~

:~

	

de~.ral apznax-~ ~.~

	

}~or~e~ irxg

	

-t~~ze

surz~aundi.nd
z~lQdific
harmful

borhaads

~visory Neic~~zbarhaad
re solutian

	

adcap-re
the public hear
~ollawinc~ re

ANA ._
to address att®pe<~l~
ru~ah hatz~.

	

tra -~ -~iz~ .

'the Oaznmi s s ion
c% ~.he devel..c:pnzent

e~

~'he propose
i7rl~aan Design
Gornpreliensive Plan,

villa adequ
impact on the

e public° amer~.itie~ athe~
:ianal hausinc~ .

C:c~mr~ issi.an ~~NG} :sG, by
~3, 19~&, and by testimony
posed tl~e application far

?lNC~3G sta-tech that. the propose
negative impact an par~i.ng and t.r~~
of the ~~assachusetts Tea

Comp :rehens
rhoad

	

GGY1t= - ~

	

laGd
es that the PTTD ~i

in. ar? . area that is not
oa~tunity area .

tiarasian concurs wit
the ~eca~~~r~~ndatian of tie Office of ~'lannincx a
rec~ardinc~ denial_ of the application . ~'he appl
not adegta.ately proposed rnea.sures to addre

tiara o f the V~_c:e President a
~ ?:ame .

ell the
c:and i -~ ia~

tar na -L
than the

at

C faults the applicant. far praviczing.
inadequate public amenit~_es, while diminishing
e~isti.n~ public~ azneni~9_es stzc}~ as the Guy Mason.
ball field s tize Naval ~k>~e~va~ar~p adzc3 the
~-~re~ dent~~ hau~e

area

area as a
~°etail .
hatasinc~

noted s~ .s ~x

height.
elation
u.fficien

t.a allevia
an the starravndinc~

ent with the
arz elezrtc~r~ts oL the

d.evelapm~::nt does not
ox°tiazA systems to ofzset its

s.nc~

	

streets e

	

anc~t

	

the

	

proposed



c~esigr~. of the dewelcapmertt does nc~t include
appropriate arrangements of building, materials, height.,
scale, massing, and buffers to prot.ecl~ the immediate
area arazzzld -the deve

The propc~sec? ~UI~ would not enhance its z°re
an .̀ ~i way that v.,rozzld set it apart fram a ma -tter~-a~-r
development .

n of th~:~ proposed ~rr is ~reason.ably
attr~Acrive ®

	

but

	

is

	

nat. significant . . ~° � ~ ..,..r, rt~
wou :.~d reasoz~zably be expected irz a matter~of°°rzgh

The prapo
wor~ ;ing en
C~atild be

The residential natux°e of the proposal is
element, but, in la_c~ht of the Comprelzen
a_esignatian far t:he area,

the prajectapproval of
amendz?vent

prapased bui
abservator~~ ~ s
ment, used

The applicaz7.t has nat mei. the burden of proof necessary
t.a stastain the approval. of thzs ~LTI~ application ana
°elated map amendment ,

	

pursuant to

	

1 ~

	

I~CN~k

	

~~ Q Q . 7

	

and
?40 .x .10®

approval
~,.~ith the Comprehensive Fla;n for the rational Capitalw

The Zan~_ng Commissiar has accorded ATvC-3D the
consideration to which i -t is entit~_ed .

~UL~ waulc
ronm.ent. Cdr
eve

vide a superiar liv~.ng cr
i.or. to those which

er-of-right development .

-the heat generated
with the
ial reading eq,a

m~z ssile guidara.c:e
p-

application would be in<ion sist.ent

of -the application wc:~z~z.l.e1. no -t be consistent
purposes of the honing pct azzd thU ~on~_ .r~g

l.ations of the District of Columbia, and, iz
ocular, 11 DCfIR X400 .

Tkze Garczamission determined that the a~x~lica.nt ~~.id riot
fulfill his burden to prove the



QR~ R 1iTQ
i~~ . 86--~QC
7

Ira cGns :~deration Gf the ~'i.nda_ngs
3.~avV I"le~'E~1.T1, the
C.̀Glumbia herek~Yl orders
ed rev~_e5~p and ap~rGV<<~ of a
related map amexxdment from F<~-1--~
lGt 955 in ~c~uare ~?99 ~e I~~`I~IE17. .

VGte Of the C:GmmissiGn
13, 1988 w 3--1 (Jahr1
May~el~..e `h~y1Gr ~3enne
G~apGSed. and Patricia R, .

Thzs order° caas ac~Gpted by the C:Gnunission ~t the
frog c~~ Jta1~r 11, 1988 by a vote G gel ~Jahn C~ parsons,

~atricia ~? . I~athews and L~indsle_y ~m~1~.iams, to adapt, as
deco, and. ~~.~belle 2aylor Lennett, tG Adopt by ak~

vGte A_ CeGrge ?~® ~+7I'zite, appGSec1~ .

~corder5781'~~37

CGmmi s :~ iGn
th~S a

e
to

«ith 11 ~~~iR 3028, th :i.
ic~ata.Gn in the D .~ . Reg

nd ~GnC_'t.L1s1C?Y2s of
D1st?"~c°,t Gf

elGpmenf and
C~-'?®R fGr a g~c?~ti_Gn of

I~en at the publio meeting Gn June
ParsGns, ~indsle~, ~^7i1 .~_i.ams a.r~d
t0

	

dE'T1~

	

Cae01"ge

	

ti~ ®

	

G"7I11.tE~ ,
Mather~rs , nGt present nat votinc~~

1~1.2D L .

	

CURRY
ectzti.we I?%.rec°tar

Secretar

ee

is final. and
tex, that is Gn


